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September 17, and furnished you with all the clarifications, informing
you that you had introduced several matters which could hardly be dis-
cussed in a satisfactory manner by means of correspondence.
' I have already given you all the clarifications you require so far as
the Lahore resolution goes and its text is concerned. You again raise
further arguments, reasons and grounds and continue to persist in a
disquisition on the point, amongst others, Whether Muslims of India are
a nation, and then you proceed further to say: " Can we not agree to
differ on the question of * two nations * and yet solve the problem on the
basis of self-determination?"
It seems to me that you are labouring under some misconception of
the real meaning of the word "self-determination." Apart from the
inconsistencies and contradictions of the various positions that you have
adopted in the course of our correspondence, as indicated above, can you
not appreciate our point of view that we claim the right of self-deter-
mination as a nation and not as a territorial unit, and that we are entitled
to exercise our inherent right as a Muslim nation, which is our birth-
right? Whereas you are labouring under the wrong idea that "self-
determination" means only that of "a territorial unit/' which, by the
way, is neither demarcated nor defined yet, and there is no union or
federal constitution of India in being, functioning as a sovereign Cen-
tral government. Ours is a case of division and carving out two inde-
pendent sovereign States by way of settlement between two major
nations, Hindus and Muslims, and not of severance or secession from
any existing union, which . is non est in India. The right of self-
determination, which we claim, postulates that we are a nation, and as
such it wxmld be the self-determination of the Muslims, and they alone
are entitled to exercise that right.
I hope you will now understand that your question 15(a) does not
arise out of the Lahore resolution or of any part thereof. As to 15
Ob), again it does not arise as a matter of clarification, for it will be
a matter for the constitution-making body chosen by Pakistan to
deal with and decide all matters as a sovereign body re-
presenting Pakistan vis-a-vis the constitution-making body of
Hindustan or any other party concerned. There cannot be defence
and similar matters of "common concern," when it is accepted that
Pakistan and Hindustan will be two separate independent sovereign
States. I hope I have now given all satisfactory explanations, over
and above the matter of clarification of the Lahore resolution, in the
hope of converting you as an individual " seeker,"
Yours sincerely,
M. A, JINNAH,